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heretofore been played, the result was due to a variety of causes, and not to any wish to subvert that Empire in which the Romanized provincial took no less pride than the true Roman. Can the same be said of any of the Asiatic or African races who, being the subjects of modern European Powers, have learnt the language of their rulers ? I fear not. The bond of a common, if on one side acquired, language is, in fact, much too brittle to resist such powerful dissolvent forces as differences of religion and colour, which are constantly acting in the direction of disunion.1 I have already alluded to the sentiments entertained by the natives of Algeria and Cochin China towards the French. In Central Asia, the first feeling of relief at the displacement by the Russians of the cruel and corrupt government of former times speedily gave way to " a general feeling of discontent. The natives began to show a preference for Mohammedan rule."2 The case of India is
1  (f The use of a common language is consistent with the existence of the strongest antipathies between different communities" (Lewis's "Government of Dependencies/' p. 269).
2  This statement of Mr. Schuyler is quoted, and not denied, by the Russian Terentyeff (ic Russia and England in Central Asia/' vol. ii., p. 2Q4-).